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Editorial Correspondence. 

I wrote last at tbe house of 
Dr. P. C. Muaser, Jane Lew, W. 
V„ now I uin at brother John 
W. Hockmau'a near Fishers Hill, 
Va. Besides preaching at tbe 
former place, I visit ml at brother 
John Beeghlys, John K. llift'ee'a, 
P. K. Maxwell's aud Geo'l. J. A. 
J. Lightburu'a, and made tbe ac- 
quaintance ot Mr. Noma and Mr. 
Chalfcurt, Gen. Lightbum is a 
Baptiat minister. I alao visited 
at brother Pumpliu'a, and made 
many casual acquaintances. I 
was rather agreeably disappoint- 
ed with this part of West Vir- 
ginia. It is quite a good country 
and has much line land aud level 
country. 

My next atop off was at Terra 
Alta. Brother S. "VV. Wilt aud 
brother John Free-land met me 
at tba deput, and X abode at the 
houses' of both during the bo- 
joorrj, tanking my head quarters 
at brother Wilt'a, At brother 
Frceland's I ate my first full 
meal ot apeckled trout. They 
wore truly delicious. Brother 
Wilt accompanied me to one of 
bia appointments, near llutton, 
Md., at the Woodland school 
house near brother Samuel De- 
Berry's, on Saturday evening, 
Aug. 14th, and Sunday forenoon. 
On Sunday afternoon I had an 
intereatiug horee-back ride back 
to Terra Alta, aud in the evening 
preached in the Presbyterian 
church at that place, by the 
courtesies of Hon. J. P, Jones. 
On Tuesday visited at brother 
Joseph Frceland's, and that even- 
ing preached in the church near 
his place, and by his conveyance 
were brought back to town after 
services, Thia closed my work 
at Terra Alta. Twenty dollars 
was all I could raise trom this 
church for the college. It is too 
bad, but it is true. The congre- 
gation is much scattered, and I 
did not get to see all the mem- 
bers, but I have deputized broth- 
er Wilt, who will receive the do- 
nations of all penitents. 

On Wednesday morning took 
an eastward B. & O. train, and in 
the evening reached Berlin, Pa., 
via. Cumberland, Md. Met 
brethren J, M. Olinger and D, B, 
Cober, of the Myersdale church, 
and learned that everything was 
moving pleasantly with them at 
this time. All were reasonably 
well and happy at Berlin. On 
Friday noon I started out again, 
via. Cumberland, Md., and Harp- 
era Ferry, W. VY, to Tom's 
Brook, Vs., where I was met on 
Saturday morning by brother 
Geo. A, Copp, who has been 
writing for the Evangelist oc- 


casoually, during the last two 
years or more, and taken to his 
home, near Round Hill, and not 
far from Fisher's Hill, noted 
during the rebellion. He had 
just fairly recovered from a severe 
attack of Dy sen terry. In the 
afternoon attended a council 
meeting at tbe Round Hill 
church, aud bo had the pleasure 
of meeting a number of their 
members, and among them broth- 
er K. B. Shaver, their pastor, and 
brother John Leedy another min- 
ister. I also consented to be 
with tbem at the same house, on 
Saturday evening, Sept. 11, at 
their communion. 

On that evening and Sunday 
evening preached at the U. B. 
church, at Tom's Brook, and on 
Menda; evening in the school 
bouse at same place. On Sunday 
forenoon I was to preach at the 
Bound Hill chnrch, but I was 
taken with a violent headache 
on Saturday night, io that I was 
not tit for service. This was tbe 
lirat case, to the heat of my re- 
collection, in which I failed to be 
able to fill my appointments. 
On Sunday and Monday nights 
I stopped at brother E. B, Sha- 
ver's at Maurertown. On Tues- 
day morning brother S. took me 
via Tom's Brook, StraBburg, and 
Middletown, to the Providence 
church, where we hold council 
meeting in the afternoon, and 
preaching in the evening and on 
Wednesday evening. One ot tbe 
items of business transacted was 
the ordination of brother Geo. S. 
Rinker. Viet ted at brother 
llinker's, Sam'l A. Kline's un.l 
George Steel's. Also met broth • 
er Jacob Rinker, a young minis- 
ter of this church, and other 
members and friends. On Thurs- 
day we returned as far as this 
place, brother Hockmau's, near 
Round Hill, where brother Sha- 
ver left me to write and visit 
while he has returned to his 
borne. 

Next Tuesday I expect to go 
to Harrisonburg, where brother 
Joseph Bowman is, where I wilt 
likely spend my time until the 
10th. I hope to do op this Val- 
ley and return to Berlin, Pa., by 
tbe 14th Sept., in time for the 
Sunday School convention. I 
am still lacking fifteen hundred 
dollars of the full amount requir- 
ed. I am hopeful of some good 
donations from the Shenandoah 
Valley. There are some breth- 
ren here who could pay off the 
balance and not suffer any from 
so doing. But will they doit? 
We will see. I will boast of it if 
they should. 

REFLECTIONS. 

Open Communion. I have read 
brother Wilt's remarks under | 
this heading in No. 33, I regret 
that their should be any occasion 
to diftcuBS this subject in our pa- 
per, but hope we may be able to 
do it in love ; and to do so we 
must avoid all personalities. For 
that purpose I will avoid noticing 
all such items in brother W'e 
criticisms. 

He quotes Paul, 1 Cor. 11 : 28 : 
"But let a man examine himself," 
*b authority for open communion. 
It is not, however, as Paul wrote 
only to the church. When I 
speak to the church on the sub- 
ject of self-examination, and 
announce the supper as being 
ready. I use tbe same remark. 
We who have entered into the 
church in the right way, have 
occasion to examine ourselves 
before we eat, and that is evident- 
ly what Paul meant. His remark 
J was not intended for Jews and 


Gentiles, but for members of tbe 
church at Corinth. 

Then in reply to my exhorta 
tiou to become more denomina 
tional, and to make eur church 
houses and schools and literature 
conduce to the advantage of the 
Brethren church, ha says : Now 
it looks to me as if this was reach- 
ing for proselytes — numerical 
strength." So it does, and bo we 
mean it, and want it and need it. 
But I would not allow my liber- 
ality to lead me so far as to grant 
the use of our bouses, schools and 
literature to improper persons or 
purposes. And so we would 
guard the communion also 
against the prostitution to wrong 
purposes. The communion is 
only for members ef tbe church 
while all person b are invited into 
our house, and solicited to use 
our literature. IS rather W. does 
not mean what he Bays : "I have 
not the authority to examine men 
much leas to stand between them 
and communion privileges." He 
certainly would net willingly 
have tbe unbelieving and the 
heathen, or even the brother who 
is a fornicator, or covetous, or an 
idolator, or a drunkard, or an ex- 
tortioner come to his communion, 
for the scriptures explicitly say 
with such we should not eat. He 
also mistakes when he says that 
he never knew a congregation 
of the sects mentioned who 
heed such characters as we 
named in good standing. They 
all hold Free Masons and 
Odd FellowB, nut only in good 
standing but in high honor. 

I wish we would not need to 
discuss this subject any farther. 
I cannot see why any brother 
should advocate open commun- 
ion. There is no necessity for 
It. It can not benefit the church 
in any way, but on the contrary 
will throw it into great confusion 
aud demoralization, and I hope 
we may be spared from sush re- 
sults. A little prayerful fore- 
thought may prevent it. 

HoLSINOER. 

Aug. 26. 


The Argument of Concession on 
the love Feast. 

Joseph Priestly — There is 
nothing in the whole history I 
have undertaken to write, so ex- 
traordinary as the abuses that 
have been introduced into tbe rite 
of the Lord's Bupper. 

The first new idea added to 
the original notion ot the Lord's 
Supper, was that if it being a 
sacrament, or an oatb to be true 
to a leader. The second, that It 
was a mystery. The third, was 
the exoluBion ot all who did not 
partake ot the mysteries. In 
the fourth century the Eucharist 
was called a tremendous mys- 
tery, a dreadful solemnity, and 
terrible to angels. 

The Primitive Christian con- 
sidered 'heir joint partaking of 
the Lord's Supper as a bond of 
union among themselves. 

The primitive Christians com- 
municated after supper, but this 
custom of celebrating it in the 
morning, was frequent in tbe 
time of Tertullian. In conse- 
quence, no donbt, of a supersti- 
ciouB reverence for the elements, 
which led them to think it wee 
wrong to eat anything before 
they partook of them. 

The Primitive Christians did 
frequently eat in common before 
the celebration of the Lord's 
Bupper. To this kind of enter- 
tainment to which every person 
brought what he thought proper, 


they gave the name of Love-. 
feast. — From his works. 

J, E. Riddle— The abuse of 
the Love feast may be reckoned 
among the causes of the change 
of time of celebrating the com- 
munion, from the evening to the 
morning, — Antiquities, p. 601. 

John Parkhurat, — Agapic — 
The Love feast used to be 
kept in the Primitive church at 
the time of celebrating the Euch- 
arist. They were furnished by the 
oblations of the faithful. Rich 
and poor were to partake of them 
with decency and sobriety. 
Kuriakon Deipnon. — The Lord's 
Supper. It appears, however, 
from this (1 Cor. 11 : 20) and the 
following verses that the appel- 
lation does not strictly mean the 
Eucharist, but a supper in imita- 
tion of that of whioh our Lord 
partook when he Instituted the 
Eucharist. — Greek and English 
Lexicon. 

Josiae Bunsen. — Undoubtedly 
the Supper was in the beginning 
as a part of Christ's institution, 
aud for this reason the prepara- 
tory act of bringing bread and 
wine, and even other food to the 
table, was viewed as a sacred 
act, being an imitation of Christ's 
thanksgiving and blessing. — Hip- 
polytus and his age, Vol. 2. 

Augustus Neander. — The hy- 
pothesis lately revived that such 
institutions were borrowed trom 
the Easeuese is so entirely gratui- 
tous as to require no refutation. 

At the close of the meal the 
president distributed bread aud 
wine to the persons present, as a 
memorial of Cbrist's similar dis- 
tribution to the disciples. Then 
every meal was consecrated to 
the Lord, and at the same time 
was a meal of brotherly love. 
Hence the designations after- 
ward chosen were Supper of the 
Lord and Love Feast. 

II. E. F. Guerick.— Of all year- 
ly festivals the one which was 
tbe earliet, and which also was 
most universally observed, was 
that of Easter, — the Fascba or 
Pasaah — of all church festivals, 
decidedly the chief one of ancient 
Christianity. The Jewish Chris- 
tians kept their commemoration 
of Christ's death on the morrow 
of the fourteenth of their month 
Niaan, on which days, as Jews 
by decent, they still continued to 
eat the Passover, and this they 
did whatever day of the week the 
fifteenth happened to fall upon, 
and on the day after this com- 
memoration of Christ's death, 
they kept the memorial of his 
Resurrection, The Gentile, on 
the other hand, neglected the ob- 
servance oft he f'assover, as be- 
longing to Judaism, and kept the 
feast ot the Resurrection invaria- 
bly on a Sunday, and the memory 
of the Savior's death always on 
Friday. The practice of the 
Jewish Christians was adopted 
throughout Asia Miner, and also 
in some of the districts of East- 
ern Asia. That of the Gentile 
Christians in the West, and es- 
pecially at Rome. — Manual ot 
Antiquities, page 182. 

Note — And that Christ himself 
immediately before his passion 
kept the Paschal feast, is undeni- 
able even though it be open to 
question whether it was tbe 
proper Jewish festival, or a rep- 
resentative of it. 

In many places tbe celebration 
of the Lord's Supper, (especially 
as long as it wat, customary to 
commemorate the Paschal feast,) 
was associated with the pedila- 
vlum, or washing of feet original- 
ly in agreement with St. John's 


naertMve, as the concluding tot 
of the Agapes, but afterward as a 
rite of preparation for the cate- 
cumens. — Note, 5, page 146. 

Thst administration of the holy 
com m union was originally com- 
bines), with a feast or meal, anal- . 
ogoni to that of the Jewiah 
Passover, and which, as symbol- 
ical ef brotherly love, was called 
Agapw. In this union the dtip- 
non kuriakon was celebrated dai- 
ly by tbe first Christians. As, 
early, however as the beginning 
of tks> second century, the in- 
crease in the number of the dif- 
ferent communities, the suspici- 
ons ofthe heathens, which were 
naturally directed to these feasts 
above all else, and also many ir- 
regakrities, audi as in this case t 
migsjt too easily occur, led to the 
separation of tbe feast of charity 
front tbe Lord's Supper [Com- 
muiajaw,]— Page 245. 


Tbe Feaceablenesa of the Primi- 
tive Church. 

It H usually believed by persona 
who are not acquainted with the 
history ot the Primitive Christian , 
Church that it was a model of 
peace and union, and that none 
of the antagonistic spirit which 
is found in the modern Christian 
Church existed them. This is so * 
frequently advanced by writers 
and speakers who desire to make 
effective admonitions ot peaee- 
fulueas, that we are impelled to 
inquire after the character of 
the Church in that period. 

It is not the purpose here to 
justify the quarrels that exist be- 
tween religious bodies, nor in 
any way excuse them ; but when 
a patern is held up 'or imita- 
tion, it should be nearer perfect 
than that which already is. 

The Primitive Chnrch was no ■» 
more peaceable, in character 
than the modern church is. 
Even tbe New Testament con- 
tains abundance of evidence that 
justifies this conclusion. The 
chosen apostles of the Lord were 
distrustful of one another. Paul 
and Peter, the champions of the 
faith differed, although they 
loved one another. Paul and 
Barnabas could not agree, aud so 
they separated and each went hie ' 
way and chose his own associate. 
There was contention in the Ro- 
man Church in the time of the • 
Apostles, The Corinthian 
church became disorderly, and 
some were put to shame by the 
conduct of others. James found 
those who had unbridled tongues. 
Jude discovered spot* in the love 
feasts. And John knew there 
were those in the church who 
hated their brother. 

Polycarp, of blessed memory 
and martyrdom, had a dispute 
with bishop Anicetus because be 
did not keep the Passover prop- 
erly. Victor of Rome expelled 
all the churches of Asia Minor 
because they did not obey his ^ 
doctrine, and the literature of 
the primitive ages are full of re- 
futations of heresies and other 
evidence that there was constant 
agitation on questions of doctrine 
and manner ot practice. 

Few councils were held in the 
first ages because the civil gov- 
ernment would not allow them. 
Even in places the common 
meetings had to be private and 
even secret. Tbe argument that 
tbe Primitive Church was peace- 
able and loving because they had 
no councils is no argument at all, 
because" they could not hold ,, 
them. When men were not al- 
lowed to make a public confes- 
sion of Christ, without endanger- 


